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threw into interesting contrast two points of view.
The opponents of this section insisted upon re-
garding constitutional cases as controversies be-
tween the United States and the States in their
corporate capacities; its advocates, on the other
hand, treated the section as an indispensable safe-
guard of private rights. In the end, the latter
point of view prevailed: the bill to repeal, which
had come up in the House, was rejected by a vote
of 138 to 51, and of the latter number all but six:
came from Southern States, and more than half
of them from natives of Virginia.

Meantime the Supreme Court had become in-
volved in controversy with Georgia on account of a
series of acts which that State had passed extend-
ing its jurisdiction over the Cherokee Indians in
violation of the national treaties with this tribe.
In Corn Tassel's case, the appellant from the Geor-
gia court to the United States Supreme Court was
hanged in defiance of a writ of error from the
Court. In Cherokee Nation vs. Georgia, the Court
itself held that it had no jurisdiction. Finally, in
1832, in Worcester vs. Georgia,I the Court was con-
fronted squarely with the question of the validity of
the Georgia acts. The State put in no appearance,,
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